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27, 1999, as well as schedules that were
submitted prior to this date.

Schedules submitted in accordance
with NARA Bulletin 99–04 only cover
the electronic copies associated with
previously scheduled series. Agencies
that wish to schedule hitherto
unscheduled series must submit
separate SF 115s that cover both
recordkeeping copies and electronic
copies used to create them.

In developing SF 115s for the
electronic copies of scheduled records,
agencies may use either of two
scheduling models. They may add an
appropriate disposition for the
electronic copies formerly covered by
GRS 20, Items 13 and 14, to every item
in their manuals or records schedules
where the recordkeeping copy has been
created with a word processing or
electronic mail application. This
approach is described as Model 1 in
Bulletin 99–04. Alternatively, agencies
may group records by program,
function, or organizational component
and propose disposition instructions for
the electronic copies associated with
each grouping. This approach is
described as Model 2 in the Bulletin.
Schedules that follow Model 2 do not
describe records at the series level.

For each schedule covered by this
notice the following information is
provided: Name of the Federal agency
and any subdivisions requesting
disposition authority; the organizational
unit(s) accumulating the records or a
statement that the schedule has agency-
wide applicability in the case of
schedules that cover records that may be
accumulated throughout an agency; the
control number assigned to each
schedule; the total number of schedule
items; the number of temporary items
(the record series proposed for
destruction); a brief description of the
temporary electronic copies; and
citations to previously approved SF
115s or printed disposition manuals that
scheduled the recordkeeping copies
associated with the electronic copies
covered by the pending schedule. If a
cited manual or schedule is available
from the Government Printing Office or
has been posted to a publicly available
Web site, this too is noted.

Further information about the
disposition process is available on
request.

Schedules Pending
1. Department of Agriculture, Food

Safety and Inspection Service (N9–462–
00–02, 3 items, 3 temporary items).
Electronic copies of records created
using electronic mail and word
processing that are associated with
correspondence, reports, speeches,

publications, grant of inspection
applications and approvals for meat and
poultry establishments, and the
activities of agency inspectors at meat
and poultry plants. This schedule
follows Model 2 as described in the
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION section of
this notice. Recordkeeping copies of
these files are included in Disposition
Jobs N1–462–95–2, N1–462–94–1, N1–
462–93–3, NI–462–91–1, NC1–462–80–1
and NC1–462–80–3.

Dated: August 3, 2000.
Michael J. Kurtz,
Assistant Archivist for Record Services—
Washington, DC.
[FR Doc. 00–20131 Filed 8–8–00; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 7515–01–P

NUCLEAR REGULATORY
COMMISSION

[Docket Nos. 50–266 and 50–301]

Wisconsin Electric Power Co.; Notice
of Consideration of Issuance of
Amendment to Facility Operating
License, Proposed No Significant
Hazards Consideration Determination,
and Opportunity for a Hearing

The U.S. Nuclear Regulatory
Commission (the Commission) is
considering issuance of an amendment
to Facility Operating License Nos. DPR–
24 and DPR–27 issued to Wisconsin
Electric Power Company (the licensee)
for operation of the Point Beach Nuclear
Power Plant, Units 1 and 2, located in
Manitowoc County, Wisconsin.

The proposed amendment would
implement a Core Operating Limits
Report concurrent with the
implementation of Improved Technical
Specifications for Point Beach, Units 1
and 2.

Before issuance of the proposed
license amendment, the Commission
will have made findings required by the
Atomic Energy Act of 1954, as amended
(the Act) and the Commission’s
regulations.

The Commission has made a
proposed determination that the
amendment request involves no
significant hazards consideration. Under
the Commission’s regulations in 10 CFR
50.92, this means that operation of the
facility in accordance with the proposed
amendment would not (1) involve a
significant increase in the probability or
consequences of an accident previously
evaluated; or (2) create the possibility of
a new or different kind of accident from
any accident previously evaluated; or
(3) involve a significant reduction in a
margin of safety. As required by 10 CFR
50.91(a), the licensee has provided its

analysis of the issue of no significant
hazards consideration, which is
presented below:

1. Operation of the Point Beach Nuclear
Plant in accordance with the proposed
amendments does not result in a significant
increase in the probability or consequences
of any accident previously evaluated.

The proposed changes relocate certain
cycle specific parameters from the Technical
Specifications to a Core Operating Limits
Report (COLR). Appropriate design and
safety limits are retained or added to the
Specifications thereby meeting the
requirements of 10 CFR 50.36. Specific,
approved methodologies used to determine
and evaluate the parameter requirements are
added to the Specifications and a reporting
requirement is added to ensure the NRC is
apprised [sic] of all changes. As approved
methodologies are required to be used to
evaluate and change parameters, and
appropriate safety and design limits
maintained in the Technical Changes,
operation of PBNP will continue to meet all
design and safety analysis requirements.
Therefore, neither the probability nor
consequences of an accident previously
evaluated can be increased.

2. Operation of the Point Beach Nuclear
Plant in accordance with the proposed
amendment does not create a new or
different kind of accident from any accident
previously evaluated.

Operation of PBNP, in accordance with the
proposed changes, will continue to meet all
design and safety limits. Appropriate design
and safety limits continue to be controlled
within the Technical Specifications as they
are presently. These changes will not result
in a change to the design and safety limits
under which PBNP operation has been
determined to be acceptable, these changes
cannot result in a new or different kind of
accident from any accident previously
evaluated.

3. Operation of the Point Beach Nuclear
Plant in accordance with the proposed
amendment does not result in a significant
reduction in a margin of safety.

Appropriate safety limits continue to be
controlled by the Specifications. Changes to
cycle specific parameters related to these
limits will be accomplished using NRC
approved methodologies, thereby ensuring
operation will continue within the bounds of
the existing safety analyses including all
applicable margins of safety. Therefore,
operation in accordance with the proposed
changes cannot result in a significant
reduction in a margin of safety.

The NRC staff has reviewed the
licensee’s analysis and, based on this
review, it appears that the three
standards of 10 CFR 50.92(c) are
satisfied. Therefore, the NRC staff
proposes to determine that the
amendment request involves no
significant hazards consideration.

The Commission is seeking public
comments on this proposed
determination. Any comments received
within 30 days after the date of
publication of this notice will be
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considered in making any final
determination.

Normally, the Commission will not
issue the amendment until the
expiration of the 30-day notice period.
However, should circumstances change
during the notice period such that
failure to act in a timely way would
result, for example, in derating or
shutdown of the facility, the
Commission may issue the license
amendment before the expiration of the
30-day notice period, provided that its
final determination is that the
amendment involves no significant
hazards consideration. The final
determination will consider all public
and State comments received. Should
the Commission take this action, it will
publish in the Federal Register a notice
of issuance and provide for opportunity
for a hearing after issuance. The
Commission expects that the need to
take this action will occur very
infrequently.

Written comments may be submitted
by mail to the Chief, Rules and
Directives Branch, Division of
Administrative Services, Office of
Administration, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory
Commission, Washington, DC 20555–
0001, and should cite the publication
date and page number of this Federal
Register notice. Written comments may
also be delivered to Room 6D59, Two
White Flint North, 11545 Rockville
Pike, Rockville, Maryland, from 7:30
a.m. to 4:15 p.m. Federal workdays.
Copies of written comments received
may be examined at the NRC Public
Document Room, the Gelman Building,
2120 L Street, NW., Washington, DC.

The filing of requests for hearing and
petitions for leave to intervene is
discussed below.

By September 8, 2000, the licensee
may file a request for a hearing with
respect to issuance of the amendment to
the subject facility operating license and
any person whose interest may be
affected by this proceeding and who
wishes to participate as a party in the
proceeding must file a written request
for a hearing and a petition for leave to
intervene. Requests for a hearing and a
petition for leave to intervene shall be
filed in accordance with the
Commission’s ‘‘Rules of Practice for
Domestic Licensing Proceedings’’ in 10
CFR Part 2. Interested persons should
consult a current copy of 10 CFR 2.714
which is available at the Commission’s
Public Document Room, the Gelman
Building, 2120 L Street, NW.,
Washington, DC, and accessible
electronically through the ADAMS
Public Electronic Reading Room link at
the NRC Web site (http://www.nrc.gov).
If a request for a hearing or petition for

leave to intervene is filed by the above
date, the Commission or an Atomic
Safety and Licensing Board, designated
by the Commission or by the Chairman
of the Atomic Safety and Licensing
Board Panel, will rule on the request
and/or petition; and the Secretary or the
designated Atomic Safety and Licensing
Board will issue a notice of hearing or
an appropriate order.

As required by 10 CFR 2.714, a
petition for leave to intervene shall set
forth with particularity the interest of
the petitioner in the proceeding, and
how that interest may be affected by the
results of the proceeding. The petition
should specifically explain the reasons
why intervention should be permitted
with particular reference to the
following factors: (1) The nature of the
petitioner’s right under the Act to be
made party to the proceeding; (2) the
nature and extent of the petitioner’s
property, financial, or other interest in
the proceeding; and (3) the possible
effect of any order which may be
entered in the proceeding on the
petitioner’s interest. The petition should
also identify the specific aspect(s) of the
subject matter of the proceeding as to
which petitioner wishes to intervene.
Any person who has filed a petition for
leave to intervene or who has been
admitted as a party may amend the
petition without requesting leave of the
Board up to 15 days prior to the first
prehearing conference scheduled in the
proceeding, but such an amended
petition must satisfy the specificity
requirements described above.

Not later than 15 days prior to the first
prehearing conference scheduled in the
proceeding, a petitioner shall file a
supplement to the petition to intervene
which must include a list of the
contentions which are sought to be
litigated in the matter. Each contention
must consist of a specific statement of
the issue of law or fact to be raised or
controverted. In addition, the petitioner
shall provide a brief explanation of the
bases of the contention and a concise
statement of the alleged facts or expert
opinion which support the contention
and on which the petitioner intends to
rely in proving the contention at the
hearing. The petitioner must also
provide references to those specific
sources and documents of which the
petitioner is aware and on which the
petitioner intends to rely to establish
those facts or expert opinion. Petitioner
must provide sufficient information to
show that a genuine dispute exists with
the applicant on a material issue of law
or fact. Contentions shall be limited to
matters within the scope of the
amendment under consideration. The
contention must be one which, if

proven, would entitle the petitioner to
relief. A petitioner who fails to file such
a supplement which satisfies these
requirements with respect to at least one
contention will not be permitted to
participate as a party.

Those permitted to intervene become
parties to the proceeding, subject to any
limitations in the order granting leave to
intervene, and have the opportunity to
participate fully in the conduct of the
hearing, including the opportunity to
present evidence and cross-examine
witnesses.

If a hearing is requested, the
Commission will make a final
determination on the issue of no
significant hazards consideration. The
final determination will serve to decide
when the hearing is held.

If the final determination is that the
amendment request involves no
significant hazards consideration, the
Commission may issue the amendment
and make it immediately effective,
notwithstanding the request for a
hearing. Any hearing held would take
place after issuance of the amendment.

If the final determination is that the
amendment request involves a
significant hazards consideration, any
hearing held would take place before
the issuance of any amendment.

A request for a hearing or a petition
for leave to intervene must be filed with
the Secretary of the Commission, U.S.
Nuclear Regulatory Commission,
Washington, DC 20555–0001, Attention:
Rulemakings and Adjudications Staff, or
may be delivered to the Commission’s
Public Document Room, the Gelman
Building, 2120 L Street, NW.,
Washington, DC, by the above date. A
copy of the petition should also be sent
to the Office of the General Counsel,
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission,
Washington, DC 20555–0001, and to
John H. O’Neill, Jr., Shaw, Pittman,
Potts, and Trowbridge, 2300 N Street,
NW., Washington, DC 20037, attorney
for the licensee.

Nontimely filings of petitions for
leave to intervene, amended petitions,
supplemental petitions and/or requests
for hearing will not be entertained
absent a determination by the
Commission, the presiding officer or the
presiding Atomic Safety and Licensing
Board that the petition and/or request
should be granted based upon a
balancing of the factors specified in 10
CFR 2.714(a)(1)(i)–(v) and 2.714(d).

For further details with respect to this
action, see the application for
amendment dated March 2, 2000, which
is available for public inspection at the
Commission’s Public Document Room,
the Gelman Building, 2120 L Street,
NW., Washington, DC, and accessible
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electronically through the ADAMS
Public Electronic Reading Room link at
the NRC Web site (http://www.nrc.gov).

Dated at Rockville, Maryland, this 3rd day
of August 2000.

For the Nuclear Regulatory Commission.
Beth A. Wetzel,
Senior Project Manager, Section 1, Project
Directorate III, Division of Licensing Project
Management, Office of Nuclear Reactor
Regulation.
[FR Doc. 00–20107 Filed 8–8–00; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 7590–01–P

NUCLEAR REGULATORY
COMMISSION

[Docket No. 50–320]

GPU Nuclear Corporation; Three Mile
Island Nuclear Station, Unit 2;
Environmental Assessment and
Finding of No Significant Impact

The U.S. Nuclear Regulatory
Commission (the Commission or NRC)
is considering issuance of an
amendment to Possession Only License
No. DPR–73, issued to GPU Nuclear
Corporation (GPU Nuclear or the
licensee), for the Three Mile Island
Nuclear Station, Unit 2 (TMI–2), located
in Dauphin County, Pennsylvania.

Environmental Assessment

Identification of the Proposed Action

The proposed action would revise the
Possession Only License No. DPR–73
and the Technical Specifications (TS)
appended to Possession Only License
No. DPR–73 for TMI–2. Specifically, the
proposed action would amend the
license to reflect the change in the
licensee’s name from GPU Nuclear
Corporation to GPU Nuclear, Inc. The
amendment would also make an
editorial change to better describe TMI–
2’s use of site physical security, guard
training and qualification, and
safeguards contingency plans that are
maintained by Three Mile Island, Unit
1, licensee AmerGen Energy Company,
LLC. In addition, the amendment would
make minor changes to Section 6.0 of
the TSs to reflect TMI–2 organizational
and administrative controls that will
exist following the sale of the Oyster
Creek Nuclear Generating Station
(Oyster Creek) to AmerGen Energy
Company, LLC.

The proposed action is in accordance
with the licensee’s application dated
April 6, 2000, as supplemented by
letters dated May 25 and July 18, 2000.

Need for the Proposed Action:

The proposed action is needed to
revise the company name in the license

to reflect the corporate name change
that occurred on January 14, 1999, and
to make administrative changes to
reflect changes that will occur in the
TMI–2 organization and administrative
controls following the sale of Oyster
Creek.

Environmental Impacts of the Proposed
Action

The Commission has completed its
evaluation of the proposed changes to
the license and TS. According to the
licensee, the name change will not
impact the existing ownership of TMI–
2. GPU Nuclear will maintain final
decision making authority for TMI–2
licensed activities.

The proposed action will not
significantly increase the probability or
consequences of accidents, no changes
are being made in the types of any
effluents that may be released off site,
and there is no significant increase in
occupational or public radiation
exposure. Therefore, there are no
significant radiological environmental
impacts associated with the proposed
action.

With regard to potential non-
radiological impacts, the proposed
action does not involve any historic
sites. It does not affect non-radiological
plant effluents and has no other
environmental impact. Therefore, there
are no significant non-radiological
environmental impacts associated with
the proposed action.

Accordingly, the NRC concludes that
there are no significant environmental
impacts associated with the proposed
action.

Alternatives to the Proposed Action
As an alternative to the proposed

action, the staff considered denial of the
proposed action (i.e., the ‘‘no-action’’
alternative). Denial of the application
would result in no change in current
environmental impacts. The
environmental impacts of the proposed
action and the alternative action are
similar.

Alternative Use of Resources

This action does not involve the use
of any resources not previously
considered in the Programmatic Final
Environmental Statement Related to
Decontamination and Disposal of
Radioactive Wastes Resulting from the
March 28, 1979, Accident—Three Mile
Island Nuclear Station, Unit 2,
Supplement No. 3, issued in August
1989.

Agencies and Persons Contacted

In accordance with its stated policy,
on July 27, 2000, the NRC staff

consulted with the Pennsylvania State
official, Stan Miangi of the Pennsylvania
Department of Environmental
Protection, regarding the environmental
impact of the proposed action. The State
official had no comments.

Finding of no Significant Impact
On the basis of the environmental

assessment, the NRC concludes that the
proposed action will not have a
significant effect on the quality of the
human environment. Accordingly, the
NRC has determined not to prepare an
environmental impact statement for the
proposed action.

For further details with respect to the
proposed action, see the licensee’s letter
dated April 6, 2000, as supplemented by
letters dated May 25 and July 18, 2000,
which are available for public
inspection at the U.S. Nuclear
Regulatory Commission’s Public
Document Room, The Gelman Building,
2120 L Street NW., Washington DC.
Publically available records are
accessible electronically from the
ADAMS Public Library component on
the NRC Web site, http://www.nrc.gov
(the Electronic Reading Room).

Dated at Rockville, Maryland, this 3rd day
of August 2000.

For the Nuclear Regulatory Commission.
Dino C. Scaletti,
Senior Project Manager, Project Directorate
IV & Decommissioning, Division of Licensing
Project Management, Office of Nuclear
Reactor Regulation.
[FR Doc. 00–20106 Filed 8–8–00; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 7590–01–P

NUCLEAR REGULATORY
COMMISSION

Advisory Committee on Reactor
Safeguards; Meeting Notice

In accordance with the purposes of
Sections 29 and 182b. of the Atomic
Energy Act (42 U.S.C. 2039, 2232b), the
Advisory Committee on Reactor
Safeguards will hold a meeting on
August 29–September 1, 2000, in
Conference Room T–2B3, 11545
Rockville Pike, Rockville, Maryland.
The date of this meeting was previously
published in the Federal Register on
Thursday, October 14, 1999 (64 FR
55787).

Tuesday, August 29, 2000

8:30 a.m.–8:35 a.m.: Opening Remarks by
the ACRS Chairman (Open)—The ACRS
Chairman will make opening remarks
regarding the conduct of the meeting.

8:35 a.m.–10:15 a.m.: Spent Fuel Pool
Accident Risk at Decommissioning Nuclear
Power Plants (Open)—The Committee will
hear presentations by and hold discussions

VerDate 11<MAY>2000 20:45 Aug 08, 2000 Jkt 190000 PO 00000 Frm 00068 Fmt 4703 Sfmt 4703 E:\FR\FM\09AUN1.SGM pfrm02 PsN: 09AUN1


